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because of the intolerance, fanaticism, and ruthlessness of Stalin
is as silly as condemning Liberalism because of the fanaticism and
ruthlessness of Calvin. To seek excuses for the mistakes of the
Soviet Union is just as silly as to seek excuses for sending Servetus
to the stake. Calvin's theology was rotten theology, fit for the
slave-raiding buccaneers who bequeathed to us one of the most
formidable unsolved problems of American democracy.

To defend the dogmas of dialectical materialism because they
are the official creed of the first socialist republic is just as silly as
defending the doctrine of predestination because Calvin believed
in it. Protestant democracy won through because it established
a social order which could take advantage of new technical possi-
bilities. It did so in spite of its theologies, and not because of
them. Consequently I can see no reason why the merits of the
controversy between Stalinists and Trotskyists should have the
slightest interest for Anglo-Americans like myself.

As far as we are concerned both are right, both are wrong,
and both supremely irrelevant. As the French Revolution gave
mankind a new hope, the Soviet Union can claim achievements
which have also given mankind a new hope. A backward and
illiterate people, brutalized by the Oriental ferocity of the Czarist
regime, has become a great nation undertaking vast constructive
projects which put capitalist enterprise to shame. It is becoming
healthier, more prosperous, and more self-confident as France
became healthier, more prosperous, and more self-confident while
Napoleon was consolidating bourgeois property rights.

So much remains, whatever the Trotskyist critics of Stalin may
say about it. Heaven alone knows whether it would have been
better if the "sea-green incorruptible" had ruled France for
twenty years longer. Heaven alone knows whether Russia itself
will be better or worse for its whiff of grapeshot. What we do
know is that a social philosophy which takes its sole empirical
justification from the birth pangs of anunindustrialized, brutalized,
and illiterate nation can provide no safe guidance for the task of
mobilizing constructive social planning in mechanized societies,
such as America and Britain.